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Claim(s) discussed: 

Identification of prior art discussed: 



Agreennent with respect to the claims flD was reached. glD was not reached. hO N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or 
any other comments: 

Tiie claim language "Layered granule fiaving a single seed particle comprising ..." was suggested to emptiasize presence 
of a single seed per partice. Such amendment will seemingly remove rejection over Kiessr et al. 

In regard to the rejection over Martussen, attorney pointed out that there are no examples in the reference showing 

sugars to be part of the matrix, and directed examiner to the Becker Declaration discussing the differences with the 

referenced granules. 

In regard to "new matter" rejections, attorney directed examiner's attention to pages 6,7 describibg the invention as 
claimed. 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims allowable is 
available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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